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Understanding learning and memory mechanisms is an important goal in neuroscience.
To gain insights into the underlying cellular mechanisms for memory formation,
synaptic plasticity processes are studied with various techniques in different brain
regions. A valid model to scrutinize different ways to enhance or decrease synaptic
transmission is recording of long-term potentiation (LTP) or long-term depression
(LTD). At the single cell level, spike timing-dependent plasticity (STDP) protocols
have emerged as a powerful tool to investigate synaptic plasticity with stimulation
paradigms that also likely occur during memory formation in vivo. Such kind of
plasticity can be induced by different STDP paradigms with multiple repeat numbers
and stimulation patterns. They subsequently recruit or activate different molecular
pathways and neuromodulators for induction and expression of STDP. Dopamine
(DA) and brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) have been recently shown to be
important modulators for hippocampal STDP at Schaffer collateral (SC)-CA1 synapses
and are activated exclusively by distinguishable STDP paradigms. Distinct types of
parallel synaptic plasticity in a given neuron depend on specific subcellular molecular
prerequisites. Since the basal and apical dendrites of CA1 pyramidal neurons are
known to be heterogeneous, and distance-dependent dendritic gradients for specific
receptors and ion channels are described, the dendrites might provide domain specific
locations for multiple types of synaptic plasticity in the same neuron. In addition
to the distinct signaling and expression mechanisms of various types of LTP and
LTD, activation of these different types of plasticity might depend on background
brain activity states. In this article, we will discuss some ideas why multiple forms of
synaptic plasticity can simultaneously and independently coexist and can contribute
so effectively to increasing the efficacy of memory storage and processing capacity
of the brain. We hypothesize that resolving the subcellular location of t-LTP and
t-LTD mechanisms that are regulated by distinct neuromodulator systems will be
essential to reach a more cohesive understanding of synaptic plasticity in memory
formation.
Keywords: spike timing-dependent plasticity, repeat number, excitatory neurons, BDNF, dopamine, hippocampus,
synaptic plasticity, synapse specific LTP
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INTRODUCTION
The discovery of the synapse as a connection between two
sets of neurons in the early 20th century marked a new
era of neuroscience. The synapse was identified as the most
suitable structure for memory storage and for controlling
the flow of information from one neuron or brain area
to another. To date, it is known that persistent synaptic
activation induces bidirectional plasticity leading to either
strengthening or weakening of the connections between
synaptically connected neurons, commonly called long-term
potentiation (LTP; Bliss and Lomo, 1973; Hölscher, 1999;
Malenka and Nicoll, 1999) or long term depression (LTD; Lynch
et al., 1977; Collingridge et al., 2010), respectively. These kinds
of long-lasting changes of synaptic transmission are accepted
cellular models for learning and memory and need to be
studied to understand the biochemical processes underlying
synaptic plasticity under physiological and pathophysiological
conditions. Associative forms of synaptic plasticity induced by
repeated or persistent activation of both connected neurons
were postulated by Hebb (1949). These LTP and LTD
phenomena can be induced by different stimulation types
and in different brain circuits analyzed in several animal
species and at varying age. When considering the effects
of neuromodulators and mediators of synaptic plasticity the
multitude of LTP and LTD paradigms inevitably results in
a complex pattern of neuromodulation (for brain-derived
neurotrophic factor (BDNF): reviewed in Gottmann et al.,
2009; Edelmann et al., 2014; for dopamine (DA): reviewed
in Pawlak et al., 2010; Edelmann and Lessmann, 2013).
Depending on the strength and duration of LTP or LTD
induction, some of the generated results might be difficult
to interpret in terms of models for physiological relevant
processes involved in learning and memory. For example,
very long-lasting and strong stimuli commonly used to
establish LTP/LTD might not properly reflect realistic patterns
of neuronal activity that can be observed in a behaving
animal, in vivo. Furthermore, many LTP/LTD results are
obtained from recordings that average synaptic responses
of groups of neurons rather than looking at the level of
single cells. While responses from groups of neurons might
provide a better insight into synaptic changes at the network
level, recordings at the single cell level allow investigating
synaptic function with sufficient spatial resolution to disentangle
subcellular and molecular differences of synaptic plasticity
in the same neuron. We hypothesize that the location of a
synaptic input onto a postsynaptic neuron along its dendritic
tree decides about the direction (i.e., LTP or LTD), the
magnitude, and the expression mechanism of the synaptic
modification that is induced. This decision is regulated by
the local neuromodulatory microenvironment (including DA,
noradrenaline (NA), acetylcholine (ACh) and BDNF) in the
vicinity of the synaptically activated dendritic location (compare
Figure 1).
When searching for electrical processes that contribute to
dendritic location specific synaptic plasticity, backpropagating
action potentials (bAP) come into play. Active backpropagation
of sodium-dependent action potential (AP) into dendrites (see
e.g., Stuart and Sakmann, 1994; Stuart et al., 1997), provides
an ideal associative signal to the dendrites for Hebbian synaptic
plasticity (Magee and Johnston, 1997). This feature is essential for
a type of synaptic modification, called spike timing-dependent
plasticity (STDP). STDP can be induced by exactly timed
repetitive activations of either single or multiple spikes in pre-
and postsynaptic neurons and was shown for many synapses in
different brain regions (reviewed in e.g., Dan and Poo, 2006;
Caporale and Dan, 2008; Debanne and Poo, 2010; Feldman,
2012; Markram et al., 2012). STDP was also described for
mossy fiber-CA3 and Schaffer collateral (SC)-CA1 synapses
in the hippocampus. Pairing with the sequence, presynaptic
AP first and postsynaptic spike a few ms thereafter, usually
leads to potentiation (timing (t)-LTP), while the opposite
sequence (i.e., post-pre pairing) leads to depression of synaptic
transmission resulting in t-LTD (but see Debanne et al., 1994,
1997; Fino et al., 2005; Letzkus et al., 2006; Ruan et al., 2014,
for anti-hebbian synaptic plasticity). However, as is also true
for STDP in other brain areas, results at SC-CA1 synapses from
different studies often do not match very well. This is most likely
due to specific differences in experimental conditions that result
in subtle but important changes in postsynaptic Ca2+dynamics
(reviewed in Buchanan and Mellor, 2010). Moreover, secreted
neuromodulators such as DA or NA (reviewed in Pawlak
et al., 2010; Edelmann and Lessmann, 2013; Fremaux and
Gerstner, 2015) shape the type and magnitude of STDP.
Last but not least, synaptically released mediators of plasticity
such as BDNF crucially regulate the efficacy of STDP (e.g.,
Sivakumaran et al., 2009; Lu et al., 2014; Edelmann et al.,
2015).
In this article, we will focus on the coexistence of different
forms of STDP at hippocampal SC-CA1 synapses and their
distinctly different modulation by BDNF and DA, and by
their respective receptors. We believe that STDP is a valuable
tool/model to study cellular processes which might be involved
in learning and memory in the hippocampus (but see Lisman
and Spruston, 2010), and will focus our discussion on stimulation
scenarios which allow investigating coexisting types of plasticity
that can be induced at the same synapses by more or less subtle
changes in STDP paradigms.
STDP AS A MODEL TO ENCODE MEMORY
ENGRAMS THAT ARE ACTIVATED AND
RECRUITED BY DIFFERENT LEVELS OF
NEURONAL ACTIVITY
Timing (t)-LTP or t-LTD that are induced by STDP protocols
have been observed in response to various protocols and in
different circuits and brain areas (summarized in e.g., Dan
and Poo, 2006; Caporale and Dan, 2008; Markram et al.,
2011; Feldman, 2012). So called canonical forms of STDP
are induced by pairing one presynaptic with one postsynaptic
bAP (e.g., Bi and Poo, 1998). These seminal experiments
were performed in cultured hippocampal neurons developing
in the absence of modulatory (i.e., dopaminergic, cholinergic,
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FIGURE 1 | CA1 pyramidal neuron with (branched) axonal projections (Schaffer collaterals, SC) from two distinct presynaptic glutamatergic
CA3 neurons. Hypothesis: dendritic location of synapses, activity of neuromodulatory input at time point of long-term potentiation (LTP) induction at a specific
synapse, and stimulation paradigm determine efficacy of t-LTP at this synaptic site. Synaptic transmission between each presynaptic CA3 neuron and the
CA1 neuron takes place potentially at 7 (SC2) and 16 (SC1) ultrastructural synapses, each comprising one presynaptic bouton and one postsynaptic spine.
Considered spike timing-dependent plasticity (STDP) paradigms consist of 1:1 or 1:4 pairing of pre- and postsynaptic action potentials (APs) with either high ( >35)
or low (<15) number of repeats. Depending on STDP paradigm distinct subsets of ultrastructural synapses undergo pre- or postsynaptically expressed t-LTP
(indicated by distinct text colors in the spines; empty spines represent non-potentiated synapses). The different t-LTP types can either be facilitated, enhanced, or
inhibited, respectively, by volume transmission of the neuromodulators dopamine (DA), noradrenaline (NA) and acetylcholine (ACh), which can mutually enhance or
counteract their effects. In addition, local brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) release mediates t-LTP specifically in response to short bursts of postsynaptic
APs. Specific examples shown: 1. DA facilitated 1:1 t-LTP (presynaptic expression). 2. Non-modulated 1:4 low repeat t-LTP (postsynaptic expression).
3. BDNF-mediated 1:4 high repeat t-LTP (postsynaptic expression). 4. NA-gated 1:1 t-LTP. 5. 1:1 t-LTP inhibited by ACh. 6. Associative t-LTP in response to 1:4 low
repeat paradigm at SC 2 by locally restricted BDNF spillover from 1:4 high repeat co-stimulated at SC 1 input. Proximal CA1 neuron dendrite: backpropagation of
APs is regulated by DA and ACh. Thus, depending on repeat numbers of STDP paradigms (representing high and low activity states of the brain), activated
glutamatergic input, and STDP paradigm distinct ultrastructural synapses are fine-tuned in plasticity.
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serotonergic) inputs. Later on, canonical STDP was shown also
for SC-CA1 synapses in acutely isolated hippocampal slices.
Nevertheless, successful protocols and signaling mechanisms
underlying t-LTP and t-LTD are partially divergent between
studies (compare Buchanan and Mellor, 2010) and dependent
on experimental details (e.g., Edelmann and Lessmann, 2011,
2013). Using a single experimental approach but different
STDP protocols, we recently showed that two types of spike
timing-dependent LTP can coexist at the same hippocampal
SC-CA1 synapses (Edelmann et al., 2015). These two types
of t-LTP were induced either by a canonical STDP paradigm
(1:1, 70–100 repeats (x) at 2 s intervals) or when presynaptic
activation was combined with a postsynaptic burst of four APs
(1:4 protocol, 25–30 repeats (x), 2 s intervals). The results
of these experiments demonstrated similar net potentiation
in both paradigms, similar levels of t-LTD with change
of stimulation sequence and similar dependency on NMDA
receptor (NMDAR) activation. Strikingly, when we determined
the cellular mechanisms (including pre- vs. postsynaptic
expression) engaged to mediate the synaptic potentiation and the
role that different neuromodulators play in enabling t-LTP, both
protocols were clearly different (see ‘‘Input Specific Involvement
of Neuromodulators Allows Coexistence of Multiple forms of
STDP’’ Section). Similarly, coexistence of distinguishable types
of LTP has been described previously for LTP relying on
tetanic or theta burst synaptic stimulation. Recently, Wang
et al. (2016) showed that NMDAR dependent and metabotropic
glutamate receptor (mGluR) dependent LTP can coexist at
SC-CA1 synapses. Furthermore, Urban and Barrionuevo (1996)
described coexisting forms of hebbian and non-hebbian LTP at
hippocampal mossy fiber synapses. Both of these two previously
mentioned data sets suggest that two memory engrams can
be stored with different mechanisms at a distinct set of
synapses that connect a presynaptic with a postsynaptic neuron.
These coexisting forms of LTP could result from differentially
recruited LTP mechanisms that are switched on either by
high or by low brain activity patterns that can be observed
during memory formation (Figure 1). In accordance with
these studies on conventional LTP, the 1:4 STDP paradigm
(compare above) used to induce t-LTP at SC-CA1 synapses
would rely on signaling pathways and mechanisms that are
activated during high brain activity, while the canonical 1:1 t-LTP
protocol mechanisms would be ideally suited to be engaged
for computing synaptic plasticity during low brain activity
states.
A similar coexistence of plasticity mechanisms as described
in the last paragraph for LTP is also known for LTD. Also
here, different types of LTD can coexist that are independently
activated by either NMDAR or mGluR activation during LTD
induction (Nicoll et al., 1998). However, because more research
is focused on t-LTP rather than on t-LTD, a similar coexistence
of different types of t-LTD induced by STDP protocols has—to
our knowledge—not yet been described. Functionally, it remains
to be determined whether plasticity mechanisms recruited in
response to burst paradigms for t-LTP (and t-LTD) mimic
high activity states (i.e., gamma frequency oscillations) of the
brain during wakefulness, while canonical STDP protocols
induced pathways are involved in consolidation of memory
during resting periods which are dominated by slow wave EEG
activity in the theta and delta frequency range. In this respect,
future experiments testing whether STDP paradigms elicited
synchronously with sharp wave ripple oscillations (that occur
during memory replay in CA1 in vivo, and are also observed
in acute slices in vitro; compare Draguhn et al., 2000; Buzsáki,
2005) affect t-LTP expression, could tell whether physiologically
relevant brain activity states can regulate this type of plasticity
also in vivo.
Taken together these observations highlight the coexistence
of different types of synaptic plasticity at distinct subsets of
synapses onto a postsynaptic neuron in a given synaptic circuit.
Further, it is tempting to speculate that these distinguishable
mechanisms of plasticity enable encoding and retrieval of
memory during different levels of brain activity. We hypothesize
that different subsets of synapses even of the same neuron
might contribute via t-LTP to memory formation during both
activity states. This could be tested in t-LTP experiments
that identify potentiated synapses e.g., by spine Ca2+ imaging.
In case distinct spines of the same neuron contribute to
t-LTP that was induced in synchrony with gamma rather
than theta oscillations, they should be identified with such an
approach.
INPUT SPECIFIC INVOLVEMENT
OF NEUROMODULATORS ALLOWS
COEXISTENCE OF MULTIPLE FORMS
OF STDP
An important role for neuromodulation in regulating synaptic
plasticity was reported for different types of synaptic plasticity
and was observed in different brain regions. In this respect, a
large body of evidence stresses the important role of ACh, DA,
intracellular cAMP elevation and BDNF signaling, respectively,
in gating, facilitating or even mediating signaling events leading
to synaptic plasticity (see e.g., cAMP: Otmakhova et al., 2000;
DA/cAMP: Navakkode et al., 2010; Sheynikhovich et al., 2013;
Otani et al., 2015; ACh: Nakauchi and Sumikawa, 2012; BDNF:
Sivakumaran et al., 2009; Schjetnan and Escobar, 2012; Schildt
et al., 2013, compare Figure 2). These same neuromodulators
were also reported to be essential for establishing STDP (see
e.g., ACh: Couey et al., 2007; Goriounova and Mansvelder,
2012; NA/ACh: Seol et al., 2007; DA: Pawlak and Kerr,
2008; Zhang et al., 2009; Edelmann and Lessmann, 2011,
2013; Cassenaer and Laurent, 2012; Yang and Dani, 2014;
endocannabinoids (eCB): Cui et al., 2015, 2016; BDNF:
Edelmann et al., 2015; Monoamines: He et al., 2015; compare
Figure 1).
For hippocampal STDP, we recently described two
distinguishable forms of t-LTP that depend on the availability
of different neuromodulators/neuromediators. The canonical
STDP paradigm induced by 1:1 pairing at SC-CA1 synapses
(1:1, 70–100 repeats, 0.5 Hz) is dependent on DA signaling
via D1 receptor activation (Edelmann and Lessmann, 2011),
while the 1:4 protocol (1:4, 25–30 repeats, 0.5 Hz) recruits
postsynaptic BDNF and postsynaptic TrkB receptor activation,
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FIGURE 2 | Signaling cascades involved in t-LTP induce by different STDP paradigms at distinct chemical synapses. Specific STDP protocols activate
different signaling and expression mechanisms in pre- and postsynaptic parts of the synapse to induce specific types of synaptic plasticity. (A) Putative dopaminergic
(DA) signaling mechanisms underlying t-LTP induced either with a canonical 1:1 paradigm or with a burst paradigm at low repeat number. Pre-, post- and
extrasynaptic mechanisms might be involved. (B) BDNF/TrkB signaling involved in STDP induced by burst protocols. t-LTP induction with a 1:4 protocol recruits
autocrine postsynaptic mechanisms by BDNF and TrkB signaling. (C) NA, ACh or endocannabinoid (eCB) signaling can contribute by pre- and postsynaptic
mechanisms similar to DA, in regulating the efficacy of t-LTP at distinct and/or overlapping ultrastructural synapses. Lower panel: description of symbols.
respectively, to allow successful induction/expression of t-LTP
(Edelmann et al., 2015). Notably, the endogenous DA that
is involved in neuromodulation is not released from the
pre- or postsynaptic structures that undergo the recorded
potentiation. Rather, it is likely released from axon terminals
of dopaminergic neurons projecting somewhere nearby the
potentiated synapses (Figure 1). In contrast, BDNF is released
from the same subset of glutamatergic synapses that are
subjected to potentiation during t-LTP and it is released directly
in response to AP firing from the postsynaptic site. This is
the reason why DA, NA, ACh and related transmitters are
considered as pure neuromodulators, while in contrast BDNF is
considered as a mediator of synaptic plasticity (see above) albeit
additional neuromodulation at neighboring synapses/neurons is
possible.
Interestingly, both types of t-LTP (1:1 = DA-regulated;
1:4 = BDNF-mediated) can be induced independently
and subsequently at a given subset of SC-CA1 synapses
(Figure 3, for methods see Edelmann et al., 2015). Whether
the released DA gives rise to altered BDNF secretion or
whether secreted BDNF facilitates DA release, thereby
allowing direct crosstalk between these two neuromodulatory
systems remains to be investigated (compare Li et al., 2011;
Navakkode et al., 2012). Nevertheless, the 1:1/DA t-LTP
remains unaffected if BDNF signaling is inhibited and—vice
versa—the 1:4/BDNF t-LTP remains unaltered if DA signaling
is blocked (see Edelmann and Lessmann, 2011; Edelmann
et al., 2015). Interestingly, variations in repeat numbers or
STDP stimulation pattern employed to induce t-LTP can alter
the requirements for DA and/or BDNF neuromodulation
and can also change the independence of the two distinct
types of t-LTP at SC-CA1 synapses. In this respect, we
observed that STDP induced by a 1:1 paradigm with only
30 repeats at 0.5 Hz occludes t-LTP induced by the 1:4 protocol
with 35 repeats, pointing to a loss of independent synaptic
potentiation by a change just in the repeat number of the
1:1 STDP protocol (0.5 Hz; Edelmann et al., unpublished data,
Figure 3).
Neuromodulators can affect—among other things—neuronal
excitability (AP firing and propagation properties), transmitter
release, morphology (dendritic branching, spine shape)
and molecular outfit of synaptic structures. Importantly,
neuromodulatory transmitters like ACh, DA and NA can shape
the backpropagation of APs or calcium spikes in the dendrites
by different G-protein induced actions (see e.g., Hoffman
and Johnston, 1999; Frick and Johnston, 2005; Sweatt, 2016)
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FIGURE 3 | Distinct types of t-LTP can either occlude one another or can be non-occluding at SC-CA1 synapses. (A) Depending on STDP induction
paradigm, non-occluding t-LTP types can be induced subsequently in the same CA1 pyramidal neuron by a canonical 1:1 paradigm (70 repeats, at 0.5 Hz) and
subsequent burst 1:4 stimulation (35 repeats, at 0.5 Hz). (B) However, small changes in the number of pairings for the 1:1 protocol (30 instead of 70 repeats, at
0.5 Hz) lead to occluding t-LTP types. Pairing frequency and stimulus pattern remained unchanged in the different approaches to induce non-occluding and
occluding types of t-LTP. Original traces represent representative EPSP traces during different phases of the experiments (see numbers). Panel (A) is modified from
Edelmann et al. (2015). Panel (B) unpublished own observations. For overall experimental design, see Edelmann et al. (2015).
and thereby ‘‘prime’’ certain locations along the postsynaptic
dendrite (e.g., distal or proximal dendrites) for synaptic
plasticity.
Moreover, the microarchitecture of a glutamatergic synapse
that is susceptible to undergo LTP might play an important
role. For example, the density and proximity of axon terminals
from different neuromodulator secreting cells (ACh, DA,
NA), as well as firing mode and firing rates of these cells
can enhance or multiply the versatility of neuromodulatory
mechanisms for memory encoding (compare Figure 1).
Future investigations addressing the spatial and temporal
resolution of this neuromodulator signaling will be of utmost
importance to delineate their combined role in synaptic
plasticity. Understanding these principles in in vitro preparations
might serve as a basis for subsequent in vivo analysis. However a
suitable experimental in vivo approach remains to be identified
for those investigations.
COEXISTENCE OF STDP BY ENGAGING
DIFFERENT MECHANISMS OF LTP
EXPRESSION
Protein synthesis independent of early LTP can be either
expressed presynaptically by increased neurotransmitter release,
postsynaptically by phosphorylation and lateral translocation
of existing AMPA receptors, or by incorporation of stored
AMPA receptor containing vesicles into the postsynaptic
membrane. For the two major glutamatergic pathways in
the hippocampus (SC-CA1 and MF-CA3) the main locus
of expression of early LTP diverges. Postsynaptic expression
seems to be the most plausible mechanism for early LTP
at SC-CA1 synapses, while at MF-CA3 synapses, presynaptic
expression takes place (for SC LTP: Lu et al., 2014, for MF
LTP: Nicoll and Schmitz, 2005). In contrast, coexistence of two
forms of LTP with different pre- and postsynaptic expression
mechanisms has been shown for thalamocortical synapses in
the anterior cingulate cortex (Li et al., 2010; Koga et al.,
2015). Both forms of LTP are suggested to act in concert for
mediating pain and anxiety states (Koga et al., 2015). The
presynaptic expression mechanism was reported to involve
adenylate cyclase (AC) and protein kinase A (PKA) signaling,
while the postsynaptic LTP mechanism recruits protein kinase
M zeta (PKMζ; Li et al., 2010; Koga et al., 2015). A similar
coexistence of different LTP expression mechanisms at the
same synapses was also shown for the thalamic input to
the lateral nucleus of the amygdala (Shin et al., 2010). Shin
et al. (2010) demonstrated either postsynaptically expressed
LTP that was induced by a pairing protocol or presynaptically
induced and expressed LTP by purely presynaptic low frequency
stimulation. As a possible function, the authors suggested,
that varying activity patterns of neurons in behaving animals
might produce distinct levels of postsynaptic depolarization
that recruit different types of synaptic plasticity to encode
and retrieve conditioned fear memories (Shin et al., 2010).
While they showed that cannabinoids might be involved in
the postsynaptically expressed LTP, further details on the
presynaptic mechanism were not reported. However, in a
related preparation the increase of neurotransmitter release in
presynaptic LTP was shown to be mediated by cAMP/PKA
signaling and involving the active zone protein RIM1α
(Castillo et al., 2002; Chevaleyre et al., 2007; Shin et al.,
2010).
For t-LTP induced by STDP protocols at hippocampal
SC-CA1 synapses a postsynaptic locus of expression had been
generally assumed—but it was not investigated until recently.
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In this respect, we could show lately that at SC-CA1 synapses
different forms of t-LTP can coexist independently (Edelmann
et al., 2015). While the canonical LTP protocol induced by
a 1:1 stimulation paradigm was expressed in the absence of
postsynaptic AMPA receptor incorporation or phosphorylation,
as indicated by unaltered AMPA/NMDA ratio following t-LTP,
we found a significant reduction of paired pulse facilitation
after successful induction of this 1:1 t-LTP. For the 1:4 burst
t-LTP, we found a clear postsynaptic expression by incorporation
of GluA1 containing AMPA receptors into the postsynaptic
membrane. Both types of pre- or postsynaptically expressed
t-LTP can be activated independently and do not occlude
one another (Edelmann et al., 2015, compare Figure 3). In
a similar fashion, additional yet to identify signaling cascades
for t-LTP expression might be recruited by distinct synaptic
stimulation paradigms, likely giving rise to a multitude of
different forms of STDP. These types might coexist in a given
cell, and share the same subset of synapses, while recruiting
different pre- and postsynaptic loci to mediate the synaptic
changes (i.e., pre- vs., postsynaptic) and while employing varying
molecular mechanisms of expression of synaptic plasticity.
The discussed in vitro experiments are crucial for defining the
toolbox of neuromodulation-dependent plasticity mechanisms
that can shape LTP within a neuron’s dendritic tree. However,
experimental approaches that would enable to investigate this
synapse specific modulation with the same spatial resolution in
CA1 in vivo remain to be established.
LOCATION-DEPENDENT STDP IN
HIPPOCAMPAL SCHAFFER
COLLATERAL—CA1 SYNAPSES:
CONTRIBUTION OF BASAL AND APICAL
DENDRITES OF CA1 NEURONS,
PRESYNAPTIC TERMINALS AND DEEP
AND SUPERFICIAL CA1 NEURONS
LTP in Apical vs. Basal Dendrites in CA1
If our hypothesis is correct that discriminable dendritic
compartments of a neuron undergo LTP in response to distinctly
different induction paradigms, and that this is at least in part
due to the divergent neuromodulatory microenvironment, it
should be possible to assign specific types of LTP to specific
locations along the dendrite. The apical (i.e., oblique) and basal
dendrites of CA1 pyramidal neurons are the main target regions
of the presynaptic SCs in the CA1 area (Megías et al., 2001;
Witter, 2007). While distantly located neurons in the CA3 region
project primarily to the apical dendrites of CA1 neurons,
nearby CA3 neurons project more heavily to the basal
dendrites (Spruston, 2008). Due to this circuit specialty, different
CA3 neurons can—depending on dendritic location—encode
specific information at distinct synapses of a given CA1 neuron
(Witter, 2007; Li et al., 2016; compare Figure 1). Such location
specific differences between synaptically encoded information
at distinct synaptic locations of CA1 neurons were recently
shown byMahmmoud et al. (2015) in a hippocampus-dependent
learning task. They observed an increase in spines (mushroom
types) after training in a radial arm maze. However, this effect
was specific only for apical and not for basal dendrites of
CA1 pyramidal neurons. Since the CA1 region seems to be
involved in this learning task, the data suggested that only
CA3 inputs to apical dendrites (distant connections) were
activated in this learning task.
Similarly, divergent types of synaptic plasticity expressed at
basal and apical dendrites were demonstrated also in other
reports. For example, DA-dependent LTP was shown on the
one hand to be induced at both, basal and apical dendrites
of CA1 neurons. On the other hand, the underlying signaling
mechanisms were distinctly different between both synaptic
locations. Thus, while the DA-dependent LTP at basal dendrites
was shown to depend on the activation of L-type voltage gated
calcium channels and NMDARs, DA-dependent LTP at apical
dendrites only recruited NMDAR receptors (Navakkode et al.,
2012). Furthermore, the authors showed that the apical DA-
dependent LTP was induced andmaintained only in the presence
of BDNF. Recently, it was also shown that the magnitude of
LTP in vivo is larger in basal than in apical dendrite synapses
of CA1 pyramidal neurons. Region-specific application of low
doses of the D4 type DA receptor agonist PD168077 attenuated
LTP in basal but not in apical CA1 dendrites (Li et al., 2016). In
contrast, cholinergic modulation seems to be more important for
the neuromodulation of LTP at specific sites of apical dendrites in
the CA1 area (Leung and Peloquin, 2010; Li et al., 2016). Together
these observations are consistent with a dendrite location specific
modulation of synaptic plasticity in CA1 pyramidal neurons.
Using systemic and cellular approaches, several reports
suggested that a spatial gradient of LTP relevant receptors
and channels along CA1 dendrites might be the basis for the
observed location-dependent synaptic plasticitymechanisms that
also affect hippocampus dependent learning. It was suggested
that L-type voltage gated calcium channels are expressed
preferentially in the soma, basal dendrites, and in proximal—but
not distal—apical dendritic regions (Tippens et al., 2008;
Navakkode et al., 2012). For AMPARs and hyperpolarization-
activated cation conductances (Ih), a somato-dendritic gradient
was described for apical dendrites of CA1 neurons (Magee,
1998; Andrasfalvy and Magee, 2001; Lörincz et al., 2002;
Nicholson et al., 2006). It remains to be investigated how
this differential distribution of these channels might relate
to the differences in LTP magnitude and D4 receptor
dependence of LTP between apical and basal CA1 dendrites.
Overall these results strongly support the concept that the
neuromodulatory microenvironment in fact determines the
location of potentiated synapses in CA1 pyramidal neuron
dendrites.
Dopamine, NMDA and AMPA Receptor
Distribution
DA is one important and possibly representative
neuromodulator shaping synaptic plasticity in the hippocampus.
The CA1 region receives inputs from the ventral tegmental
area or locus coeruleus (Gasbarri et al., 1994; Smith and
Greene, 2012). These dopaminergic fibers show a soma
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distance-dependent gradient in the innervation density of the
CA1-region along apical and basal dendrites. This gradient
in the distribution of dopaminergic fibers is paralleled by an
uneven subcellular localization of DA receptor subtypes and thus
also altered affinity towards DA along the dendrites (Swanson
et al., 1987; Goldsmith and Joyce, 1994; Yao et al., 2008; Smith
and Greene, 2012; Rosen et al., 2015; Li et al., 2016). In terms
of DA-dependent regulation of t-LTP, this distribution of
dopaminergic fibers and receptors in the CA1 area could enable
manifestation of t-LTP at discernable synapses of the same
neuron in response to distinct STDP paradigms (e.g., 1:1 vs. 1:4)
which might recruit DA signaling via distinct receptor subtypes
(Cepeda-Prado et al., unpublished data). We hypothesize that
such distinguishable forms of DA-dependent t-LTP might be
encoded in different stretches of the apical, oblique or basal
dendrites of CA1 neurons. Moreover, this hypothesis suggests
that these t-LTP forms might exist independently and parallel
within the same neuron. This interpretation is supported by the
finding that in CA1, D1 receptors are expressed preferentially in
the apical dendritic spines, while D5 receptors are expressed in
the shaft region (between spines) of CA1 pyramids where they
form synaptic contacts with GABAergic interneurons (Yao et al.,
2008). Synaptic plasticity regulated by D4 receptor subtypes
is most prominent for basal dendritic sites (Li et al., 2016).
Future experiments aiming to activate release of endogenous DA
(e.g., by optogenetic methods) in confined dendritic branches
of CA1 pyramidal neurons could help to shed light on these
synaptic site specific DA actions.
As mentioned before a variety of different studies showed
a synaptic subtype specific and region-specific variability
in synaptic AMPA and NMDAR expression. All synapses
(perforated and non-perforated synapses) contain NMDARs,
while perforated synapses (i.e., the majority of synapses,
harboring two or more delimited postsynaptic densities in the
same spine) show additionally a distance-dependent increase in
the expression level of AMPARs from proximal to distal regions
(Andrasfalvy and Magee, 2001; Nicholson et al., 2006; Nicholson
and Geinisman, 2009). However, 40% of all non-perforated
synapses lack any expression of AMPARs and are thought to
represent a reserve pool of silent synapses for nascent functional
connections (e.g., Nicholson et al., 2006; Toni et al., 2007;
Nicholson andGeinisman, 2009). Thus, parallel and independent
synaptic plasticity types induced by different STDP paradigms
might recruit and strengthen existing AMPAR containing
synapses, or can activate and use nascent synapses by unsilencing
NMDAR only synapses.
Thus, the spine type (i.e., perforated vs. non-perforated) sets
the stage for the mechanism of LTP expression that can take
place at this spine, thus representing another cellular process that
decides which type of plasticity can be brought about at this very
location.
BDNF and TrkB Receptor Distribution
A synapse specific microenvironment for t-LTP expression
is also likely to be created by the differential availability of
BDNF/TrkB signaling at individual synapses. Postsynaptically
mediated BDNF-dependent types of t-LTP are presumably
expressed at specific dendritic sites, where BDNF is synthesized
or delivered (compare Figure 1). Alternatively (or in addition),
BDNF-dependent t-LTP could be restricted by synapse specific
dendritic expression of the cognate TrkB receptor.
Importantly, expression of BDNF mRNA is heavily
regulated by neuronal activity in the BDNF synthesizing
glutamatergic neurons. Furthermore, different BDNF mRNA,
splice variants were shown to be transported with varying
efficiencies into dendrites. This splice variant dependent
translocation—followed by local translation into BDNF protein
within the dendrite—gives rise to restricted localization of
BDNF in the cell body, and proximal vs. distal dendritic
compartments (Baj et al., 2011). Upregulation of individual
BDNF splice variants can thus eventually result in a highly
selective and spatially restricted TrkB activation, given the local
BDNF containing vesicles are released upon synaptic activation
(Hartmann et al., 2001; Edelmann et al., 2015). In terms of
BDNF-dependent t-LTP, which is mediated postsynaptically by
TrkB receptor activation (compare Edelmann et al., 2015),
the above mentioned BDNF mRNA species-dependent
transport could lead to a spatial segregation of BDNF supply at
distinguishable synapses depending on the applied pattern and
repeat number of a STDP paradigm. Such segregation could
enable restriction of BDNF-dependent t-LTP to BDNF rich
dendritic subdomains.
Apart from postsynaptic sites, BDNF can also be secreted
from presynaptic neurons (for a recent review, see Edelmann
et al., 2014), thus further enhancing the variability of BDNF
availability along dendritic synaptic sites. This uneven BDNF
distribution is paralleled by a most likely non-uniform
dendritic localization of TrkB receptors, resulting in altered
BDNF-dependent synaptic plasticity (compare Zakharenko et al.,
2001). For example, Drake et al. (1999) showed intense
TrkB receptor labeling in axons of CA1 neurons, but also
in terminals of CA3 pyramidal neurons. Additionally, TrkB
immunoreactivity was also observed in dendritic spines in this
study. Together these data suggest that BDNF/TrkB-dependent
LTP (including t-LTP) can be restricted to specific subsets of
synapses of a neuron and thereby allow pre- and postsynaptic
modulation of glutamatergic neurotransmission. The varying
locations for this spatially restricted BDNF-mediated LTP
possibly depend on the synaptic activity paradigm that is used
for LTP induction (compare Edelmann et al., 2014). Last but not
least, TrkB receptors are also present in GABAergic, cholinergic
and monoaminergic terminals, which might be involved in the
recently described transactivation of TrkB receptors (e.g., Huang
et al., 2008; Nagappan et al., 2008). Thereby neuromodulatory
transmitter systems can even crosstalk to BDNF/TrkB signaling
adding an additional level of complexity to the neuromodulator
microenvironment for t-LTP induction at a specific synaptic
site.
Dendritic Filtering of Action Potentials and
Presynaptic Release Properties
Independent from spatial gradients of receptors and the
heterogeneity of apical and basal dendrites (compare
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above), STDP induction is heavily dependent on successful
backpropagation of APs. In this respect it seems reasonable to
assume that factors regulating this backpropagation are likely
to facilitate synaptic plasticity in more distal parts of the apical
and basal dendrites of the CA1 area (compare Figure 1). This
is because dendritic filtering which is controlled by regulation
of active conductances (i.e., voltage gated Na+, K+ and Ca2+
channels) in dendrites is likely to erase (some of the) bAPs. This
has almost certainly more dramatic consequences for weaker
(1:1 stimulation) than stronger (1:4) STDP paradigms. Whether
repeat number, pairing frequency or pattern of postsynaptic
bursts in STDP paradigms is the strongest determining factor
remains to be tested. However, it seems plausible that more
robust stimulations might be suited to overcome any attenuation
of bAPs in dendrites (Golding et al., 2001; Bernard and Johnston,
2003).
Apart from the heterogeneity of postsynaptic structures, also
presynaptic inputs are believed to be heterogeneous and can
lead subsequently to cellular domain specific t-LTP types. For
example, Dobrunz and Stevens (1997) described heterogenous
transmitter release probability and different sizes of the readily
releasable pool of transmitter vesicles in SC terminals projecting
to CA1 pyramidal neurons (Dobrunz and Stevens, 1997; Nusser
et al., 1998). In concert with postsynaptic subdomains that are
more eligible to potentiation (compare above), the activation
of different presynaptic inputs might thus lead to distinct and
coexisting types of plasticity.
Deep vs. Superficial CA1 Pyramidal
Neurons
In addition to the pre- and postsynaptic heterogeneity along the
somato-dendritic axis, multiple forms of t-LTP and its putative
role in memory could be explained by the variability of distinct
populations of CA1 neurons with respect to their distinguishable
transcriptome profiles. Differences in morphology of superficial
(towards Stratum oriens) vs. deep CA1 pyramidal neurons
(close to Stratum radiatum) were already described by Lorente
de Nó (1934) and could reflect a parallel difference in
transcriptome and proteome between these sets of neurons. Deep
and superficial neurons are born during distinct neurogenic
windows (i.e., neurogenesis in superficial layers is 1–2 days
delayed compared to deep layers), are driven by distinct afferent
inputs, encode different environmental features, and serve in
different forms of learning (Mizuseki et al., 2011; Danielson
et al., 2016). Deep pyramidal cells in CA1 are more active
and tend to burst compared to superficial pyramidal neurons
(Mizuseki et al., 2011). However, it is yet not determined
whether t-LTP is differentially gated and expressed in deep and
superficial CA1 pyramidal neurons, since most studies assumed
homogenous function of CA1 pyramidal neurons.
The heterogeneity of apical and basal dendrites and the
described somato-dendritic gradients of receptors, transmitter
release probabilities and ion channels might be important for
the location specific activation of distinct synapses to allow
independent coexistence of multiple types of t-LTP in the same
individual neuron. Furthermore recent studies suggest functional
differences of deep and superficial CA1 pyramidal neurons,
which might underlie different and coexisting mechanisms of
synaptic plasticity. Whether the subtle changes in induction
paradigms that lead to differential success of t-LTP along the
dendritic tree of a CA1 pyramidal neuron in vitro are crucial to
understand hippocampal memory formation in vivo, remains a
challenging question to be tackled by future experiments.
SYNAPTIC PLASTICITY IN LARGE AND
SMALL SPINES
According to our central hypothesis of this article, that the
synaptic microenvironment shapes the responsiveness of a
given synapse to undergo a specific type of t-LTP, spine
morphologies need to be taken into account. Dendritic spines
are tiny membrane protrusions, consisting of a head (volume
∼0.05 µm3) anchored to the dendritic shaft by the spine
neck (length ∼0.5 µm; Harris and Stevens, 1989). They
have multiple sizes and shapes and are classified according
to their structure as filopodial and thin spines (commonly
called small spines), as opposed to stubby, fenestrated and
mushroom-shaped spines (also known as large spines; Hering
and Sheng, 2001). Moreover, spines are equipped with an
electron-dense region, termed postsynaptic density (PSD)
composed of hundreds of proteins shaping the structure, stability
and function of these postsynaptic protrusions (Kennedy,
1997, 2000; Nimchinsky et al., 2002; Okabe, 2007). Structural
analysis and electrophysiological experiments have shown that
spine head size, PSD area (Katz et al., 2009), and spine
neck electrical resistance, respectively, exhibit an increasing
proximo-distally gradient along basal and oblique dendrites
(Harnett et al., 2012). Such structural variability confers
to the dendritic spines the ability to control postsynaptic
calcium ion concentration [Ca2+] in a compartmentalized
fashion, which is mainly due to the spine neck anatomy
(Lisman, 1989; Guthrie et al., 1991; Müller and Connor,
1991; Yuste et al., 2000). Thus, a long slender neck, usually
related to small spines, assigns enormous control over the
diffusional coupling between spine head and parent dendrite,
resulting into a chemical and electrical compartmentalization.
In contrast, large spines have broader necks allowing still
limited but greater spine-dendrite interaction than small spines
(Bloodgood and Sabatini, 2005; Noguchi et al., 2005; Grunditz
et al., 2008). Indeed, STDP experiments in which two-photon
glutamate uncaging was paired with back-propagating APs
revealed that spines dynamically interact with the parent
dendrite (e.g., head enlargement together with spine neck
shrinking and swelling). These dynamics were shown to
rely on cytoskeleton dynamics, protein translocation, PSD
reorganization and protein synthesis (Majewska et al., 2000;
Araya et al., 2006, 2014; Grunditz et al., 2008; Bosch et al.,
2014).
In CA1 pyramidal neurons structural plasticity requires
activation of BDNF/TrkB signaling (Tanaka et al., 2008), that
together with regenerative local dendritic APs, termed dendritic
spikes, have been associated with synaptic plasticity at distal but
not proximal synapses along the dendrite (Gordon et al., 2006).
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Moreover, Matsuzaki et al. (2004) demonstrated that long-lasting
enlargement of spine heads positively correlates with increases
of AMPAR conductance in a given spine, which was observed
specifically in small rather than large spines. In these larger
spines, the head enlargement lasted only few minutes before
returning to its original size. Accordingly, AMPAR currents
remained unaffected in these larger spines (Matsuzaki et al., 2001,
2004). Overall, it seems plausible that the spine architecture in
itself serves a modulatory role for synapse specific t-LTP, well
before any neuromodulatory transmitter gradients in its vicinity
(compare Figure 1) come into play.
Recently, we demonstrated that two different STDP
paradigms (1:1, 70 repeats, 0.5 Hz compared to 1:4, 35 repeats,
0.5 Hz) differentially affect AMPAR conductance at the
potentiated synaptic sites. Synaptic plasticity induced with the
1:4 rhythm significantly increased the AMPAR mediated
currents due to enhanced trafficking of GluA1 subunit
containing receptors, whereas for the 1:1 paradigm synaptic
AMPAR conductances remained unaffected (Edelmann et al.,
2015). We also found that the increase of synaptic efficacy
achieved with 1:4, but not by the 1:1 paradigm, was BDNF
dependent. Although these two STDP paradigms induce
different forms of synaptic plasticity, it remains to be determined
whether they can specifically impact distinct spines (or
spine types).
Together these data suggest that the morphological and
functional changes that spines undergo in response to STDP
differ greatly between large and small spines, supporting the
idea that they might store different traces of memory (Matsuzaki
et al., 2004). However, it remains a challenging task to find
experimental settings that will allow us to test whether such spine
morphologies indeed affect memory formation in vivo.
COEXISTENCE OF SYNAPTIC PLASTICITY
ACTIVATED BY HIGH AND LOW REPEAT
NUMBER STDP PROTOCOLS
Neuromodulatory transmitters and spine morphology are not
the sole microenvironmental parameters that decide whether
a spine can undergo t-LTP. Rather, the pattern of bAPs and
the number of STDP paradigm repeats constitute an electrical
code that can recruit a given synaptic spine for t-LTP while
neglecting others. Timing-dependent LTP can be induced
reliably throughout the brain using roughly 50–300 repeats of
1:1 pairings at low frequency (<2 Hz; see e.g., Couey et al.,
2007; Seol et al., 2007; Campanac and Debanne, 2008; Edelmann
and Lessmann, 2011; Feldman, 2012; Banerjee et al., 2014;
Huang et al., 2014; Yang and Dani, 2014; Cui et al., 2015;
Edelmann et al., 2015; Mishra et al., 2016; Tigaret et al., 2016).
Robust t-LTP was also reported by higher pairing frequency
up to 5 Hz (Wittenberg and Wang, 2006; Carlisle et al., 2008;
Tigaret et al., 2016), which has been described to reduce the
number of repeats that is required to successfully induce t-LTP
(Pike et al., 1999; Hardie and Spruston, 2009). To warrant
physiological relevance of STDP experiments it seems reasonable
to minimize the number of repeated pre- and postsynaptic
stimulations for induction of plasticity in electrophysiological
experiments. Although such a physiological t-LTP approach
would potentially help to identify the minimum requirements
to encode a memory trace with a set of synapses, low repeat
and low frequency STDP paradigms have only sparsely been
investigated. Froemke et al. (2006) demonstrated t-LTP in layer
2/3 pyramidal neurons by using a 1:1 STDP paradigm with
few repeats (<20 at 0.2 Hz). Furthermore, they demonstrated
an increase in t-LTP magnitude with increasing number of
repeats, which was saturated by 60 repeats (Froemke et al.,
2006). Likewise, for dissociated cultures of hippocampal neurons
at 9–15 days in vitro, Zhang et al. (2009) reported t-LTP that
was induced by just 20 repeats of a 1:1 STDP paradigm. The
threshold number of pre- and postsynaptic spikes required
to induce t-LTP in these hippocampal cultures was shown
to decrease upon exogenous application of DA (Zhang et al.,
2009). A comparably low number of pre/post spike pairings was
also described to be sufficient for inducing t-LTP in medium
spiny neurons in acute striatal slices. The authors observed
successful t-LTP by 5–15 pairings of coincident pre- and
postsynaptic spikes. This form of plasticity relied on activation
of presynaptic type-1 cannabinoid receptors and activation of
postsynaptic transient receptor potential (TRP) vanilloid type-1
Ca2+ channels. However, this type of t-LTP was induced by
post-pre pairings at 1 Hz (i.e., anti-hebbian synaptic plasticity;
Cui et al., 2015, 2016). In our lab, we managed to induce low
repeat t-LTP in CA1 pyramidal neurons in acute hippocampal
slices. In slices from rats we observed significant potentiation in
response to just 12 repeats (at 0.5 Hz) of a 1:1 paradigm while
even just six repeats were efficient for t-LTP induction in CA1 in
mice (Cepeda-Prado et al., unpublished data). However, our
preliminary results suggest that the activated signaling cascades
that allow expression of t-LTP under these very physiological
conditions are quite different from the respective results obtained
with higher repeat numbers. Thus, neuromodulation by DA and
BDNF, pre- vs. postsynaptic sites of t-LTP expression, and the
required sources for Ca2+ elevation to trigger t-LTP seem to
be substantially different. With respect to BDNF contribution
to t-LTP, we could show recently in CA1 neurons in acute
hippocampal slices that an autocrine signaling loop consisting
of postsynaptic secretion of endogenous BDNF, followed by
postsynaptic TrkB activation, and subsequent AMPAR insertion
mediates 1:4 induced t-LTP (25–30 repeats; Edelmann et al.,
2015). In dissociated cultures of hippocampal neurons, Lu
et al. (2014) observed presumably postsynaptic secretion of
overexpressed BDNF in response to repeated 1:1 pairings. With
40 repeats they reported a significant level of secretion which
steadily increased up to STDP protocols employing 160 repeats
(Lu et al., 2014). Whether these data can be taken to indicate
that low numbers of repeats of STDP paradigms are insufficient
to secrete BDNF from postsynaptic structures remains to
be investigated. Clearly, further studies employing e.g., Ca2+
imaging in synaptic spines are critically needed to determine
whether high and low repeat STDP paradigms in fact recruit
distinct synapses of a neuron.
It would be extremely interesting to find out whether the
cellular findings in acute slices in vitro that we discuss here can
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be transferred to processes of memory formation in behaving
animals. At present, such an approach is to our knowledge
not available. However, computational modeling of electrical
signals in CA1 circuits on the basis of synaptic properties
that are discussed in this article might set up a framework to
disentangle how cellular mechanisms of t-LTP and t-LTD can
generate memory relevant changes e.g., in electrical oscillations
generated in a population of CA1 pyramidal neurons. This
modeling could yield new hypotheses how altered properties of
CA1 network oscillations might reflect memory formation in
behaving animals that could be tested using electrophysiological
in vivo recordings.
PARALLEL FORMS OF SYNAPTIC
PLASTICITY BY RECRUITING
HETEROSYNAPTIC PLASTICITY
So far we focused here on the coexistence of different types of
synaptic plasticity, employing different signaling mechanisms at
the same subset of synapses, and at different locations (including
spines) along CA1 dendrites that might be susceptible to undergo
t-LTP in response to divergent STDP protocols (associative
or input-specific synaptic plasticity; compare e.g., Buonomano
and Merzenich, 1996; Verhoog et al., 2013). However, hetero-
synaptic plasticity would be helpful to enhance the storage
and processing capacity of brain circuits, because information
can be encoded not only in the input-specific path, but
also in the heterosynaptically strengthened input independent
path. In addition, depending on the type of heterosynaptic
plasticity that is established, it will also prevent saturated
excitation of circuits and thus keep the brain functional for
processing information. To this aim, LTP is often accompanied
by heterosynaptic LTD, and vice versa (see e.g., Yu and Goda,
2009; Chistiakova et al., 2014; Fernandes and Carvalho, 2016).
Non-associative (= input independent) processes and hebbian
(= input specific) synaptic plasticity can act in concert (Lynch
et al., 1977; Han and Heinemann, 2013). These coexisting
processes—although often neglected—have been described
also for STDP (Kodangattil et al., 2013; Chistiakova et al.,
2015; Jedlicka et al., 2015). In terms of neuromodulatory
functions in STDP, BDNF as well as DA can be secreted by
associative plasticity and transiently or persistently increase
synaptic transmission at non-stimulated nearby synapses of the
same neuron (compare Figure 1). Such mechanisms might
thereby serve in forming additional memory traces at nearby
synapses.
Taken together these additional heterosynaptic effects of
synaptic plasticity that are induced by STDP paradigms might
lead to even more and sophisticated ways to strengthen or
weaken synapse function as cellular correlate for learning and
memory.
SUMMARY
Summarizing and collecting evidence of published and our
own unpublished data, we think that synaptic plasticity at
SC CA1 synapses has multiple facets and mechanisms. The
magnitude of t-LTP and the locus of t-LTP expression
depend on dendrite subtype, spine structure and location,
location of synapses at proximal vs. distal dendrites, effective
neuromodulation and background brain activity. Furthermore,
we believe that the different mechanisms for encoding or
processing memory can coexist simultaneous and independently
at the same subset of synapses. However, so far we have just
begun to understand how these processes interact at the cellular
level and can only speculate how they might be involved in
learning and memory in vivo.
Clearly, a plethora of new experiments will be required to
translate how the in vitro data reviewed in this article might
contribute to memory formation in vivo.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
EE and VL designed the outline of the article. EE, EC-P and VL
wrote the text. EE and VL prepared the figures.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Funded by the federal state of Saxony-Anhalt and the
‘‘European Regional Developmental Fund (ERDF 2014–2020),
Project: Center for Behavioral Brain Sciences (CBBS) FKS:
ZS/2016/04/78113. This work is supported by the DFG SFB 779
TP06 and ED 280/1-1. The authors wish to thank Gloria Quiceno
for linguistic corrections to the manuscript.
REFERENCES
Andrasfalvy, B. K., and Magee, J. C. (2001). Distance-dependent increase in
AMPA receptor number in the dendrites of adult hippocampal CA1 pyramidal
neurons. J. Neurosci. 21, 9151–9159.
Araya, R., Jiang, J., Eisenthal, K. B., and Yuste, R. (2006). The spine neck
filters membrane potentials. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 103, 17961–17966.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0608755103
Araya, R., Vogels, T. P., and Yuste, R. (2014). Activity-dependent dendritic spine
neck changes are correlated with synaptic strength. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A
111, E2895–E2904. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1321869111
Baj, G., Leone, E., Chao, M. V., and Tongiorgi, E. (2011). Spatial segregation
of BDNF transcripts enables BDNF to differentially shape distinct
dendritic compartments. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 108, 16813–16818.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.1014168108
Banerjee, A., González-Rueda, A., Sampaio-Baptista, C., Paulsen, O., and
Rodríguez-Moreno, A. (2014). Distinct mechanisms of spike timing-
dependent LTD at vertical and horizontal inputs onto L2/3 pyramidal
neurons in mouse barrel cortex. Physiol. Rep. 2:e00271. doi: 10.1002/
phy2.271
Bernard, C., and Johnston, D. (2003). Distance-dependent modifiable
threshold for action potential back-propagation in hippocampal dendrites.
J. Neurophysiol. 90, 1807–1816. doi: 10.1152/jn.00286.2003
Bi, G. Q., and Poo, M. M. (1998). Synaptic modifications in cultured hippocampal
neurons: dependence on spike timing, synaptic strength and postsynaptic cell
type. J. Neurosci. 18, 10464–10472.
Bliss, T. V., and Lomo, T. (1973). Long-lasting potentiation of
synaptic transmission in the dentate area of the anaesthetized rabbit
following stimulation of the perforant path. J. Physiol. 232, 331–356.
doi: 10.1113/jphysiol.1973.sp010273
Frontiers in Synaptic Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 11 March 2017 | Volume 9 | Article 7
Edelmann et al. Coexistence of Multiple Types of t-LTP
Bloodgood, B. L., and Sabatini, B. L. (2005). Neuronal activity regulates diffusion
across the neck of dendritic spines. Science 310, 866–869. doi: 10.1126/science.
1114816
Bosch, M., Castro, J., Saneyoshi, T., Matsuno, H., Sur, M., and Hayashi, Y. (2014).
Structural and molecular remodeling of dendritic spine substructures during
long-term potentiation. Neuron 82, 444–459. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2014.
03.021
Buchanan, K. A., and Mellor, J. R. (2010). The activity requirements for spike
timing-dependent plasticity in the hippocampus. Front. Synaptic Neurosci.
2:11. doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2010.00011
Buonomano, D. V., and Merzenich, M. M. (1996). Associative synaptic plasticity
in hippocampal CA1 neurons is not sensitive to unpaired presynaptic activity.
J. Neurophysiol. 76, 631–636.
Buzsáki, G. (2005). Theta rhythm of navigation: link between path integration
and landmark navigation, episodic and semantic memory. Hippocampus 15,
827–840. doi: 10.1002/hipo.20113
Campanac, E., and Debanne, D. (2008). Spike timing-dependent plasticity: a
learning rule for dendritic integration in rat CA1 pyramidal neurons. J. Physiol.
586, 779–793. doi: 10.1113/jphysiol.2007.147017
Caporale, N., and Dan, Y. (2008). Spike timing-dependent plasticity: a Hebbian
learning rule. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 31, 25–46. doi: 10.1146/annurev.neuro.31.
060407.125639
Carlisle, H. J., Fink, A. E., Grant, S. G., and O’Dell, T. J. (2008). Opposing effects
of PSD-93 and PSD-95 on long-term potentiation and spike timing-dependent
plasticity. J. Physiol. 586, 5885–5900. doi: 10.1113/jphysiol.2008.163469
Cassenaer, S., and Laurent, G. (2012). Conditional modulation of spike-
timing-dependent plasticity for olfactory learning. Nature 482, 47–52.
doi: 10.1038/nature10776
Castillo, P. E., Schoch, S., Schmitz, F., Sudhof, T. C., and Malenka, R. C. (2002).
RIM1alpha is required for presynaptic long-term potentiation. Nature 415,
327–330. doi: 10.1038/415327a
Chevaleyre, V., Heifets, B. D., Kaeser, P. S., Sudhof, T. C., and Castillo, P. E.
(2007). Endocannabinoid-mediated long-term plasticity requires cAMP/PKA
signaling and RIM1alpha. Neuron 54, 801–812. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.
05.020
Chistiakova, M., Bannon, N. M., Chen, J. Y., Bazhenov, M., and Volgushev, M.
(2015). Homeostatic role of heterosynaptic plasticity: models and experiments.
Front. Comput. Neurosci. 9:89. doi: 10.3389/fncom.2015.00089
Chistiakova, M., Bannon, N. M., Bazhenov, M., and Volgushev, M. (2014).
Heterosynaptic plasticity: multiple mechanisms and multiple roles.
Neuroscientist 20, 483–498. doi: 10.1177/1073858414529829
Collingridge, G. L., Peineau, S., Howland, J. G., and Wang, Y. T. (2010). Long-
term depression in the CNS. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 11, 459–473. doi: 10.1038/
nrn2867
Couey, J. J., Meredith, R. M., Spijker, S., Poorthuis, R. B., Smit, A. B.,
Brussaard, A. B., et al. (2007). Distributed network actions by nicotine
increase the threshold for spike-timing-dependent plasticity in prefrontal
cortex. Neuron 54, 73–87. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.03.006
Cui, Y., Paillé, V., Xu, H., Genet, S., Delord, B., Fino, E., et al. (2015).
Endocannabinoids mediate bidirectional striatal spike-timing dependent
plasticity. J. Physiol. 593, 2833–2849. doi: 10.1113/JP270324
Cui, Y., Prokin, I., Xu, H., Delord, B., Genet, S., Venance, L., et al. (2016).
Endocannabinoid dynamics gate spike-timing dependent depression and
potentiation. Elife 5:e13185. doi: 10.7554/eLife.13185
Dan, Y., and Poo, M. M. (2006). Spike timing-dependent plasticity: from
synapse to perception. Physiol. Rev. 86, 1033–1048. doi: 10.1152/physrev.000
30.2005
Danielson, N. B., Zaremba, J. D., Kaifosh, P., Bowler, J., Ladow, M., and
Losonczy, A. (2016). Sublayer-specific coding dynamics during spatial
navigation and learning in hippocampal area CA1. Neuron 91, 652–665.
doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2016.06.020
Debanne, D., Gähwiler, B. H., and Thompson, S. M. (1994). Asynchronous pre-
and postsynaptic activity induces associative long-term depression in area
CA1 of the rat hippocampus in vitro. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 91, 1148–1152.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.91.3.1148
Debanne, D., Gähwiler, B. H., and Thompson, S. M. (1997). Bidirectional
associative plasticity of unitary CA3-CA1 EPSPs in the rat hippocampus
in vitro. J. Neurophysiol. 77, 2851–2855.
Debanne, D., and Poo, M. M. (2010). Spike-timing dependent plasticity beyond
synapse–pre- and post-synaptic plasticity of intrinsic neuronal excitability.
Front. Synaptic Neurosci. 2:21. doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2010.00021
Dobrunz, L. E., and Stevens, C. F. (1997). Heterogeneity of release probability,
facilitation, and depletion of central synapses. Neuron 18, 995–1008.
doi: 10.1016/s0896-6273(00)80338-4
Draguhn, A., Traub, R. D., Bibbig, A., and Schmitz, D. (2000). Ripple (∼ 200-
Hz) oscillations in temporal structures. J. Clin. Neurophysiol. 17, 361–376.
doi: 10.1097/00004691-200007000-00003
Drake, C. T., Milner, T. A., and Patterson, S. L. (1999). Ultrastructural localization
of full-length trkB immunoreactivity in rat hippocampus suggests multiple
roles in modulating activity-dependent synaptic plasticity. J. Neurosci. 19,
8009–8026.
Edelmann, E., Cepeda-Prado, E., Franck, M., Lichtenecker, P., Brigadski, T., and
Lessmann, V. (2015). Theta burst firing recruits BDNF release and signaling
in postsynaptic CA1 neurons in spike-timing-dependent LTP. Neuron 86,
1041–1054. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2015.04.007
Edelmann, E., and Lessmann, V. (2011). Dopamine modulates spike timing-
dependent plasticity and action potential properties in CA1 pyramidal
neurons of acute rat hippocampal slices. Front. Synaptic Neurosci. 3:6.
doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2011.00006
Edelmann, E., and Lessmann, V. (2013). Dopamine regulates intrinsic excitability
thereby gating successful induction of spike timing-dependent plasticity in
CA1 of the hippocampus. Front. Neurosci. 7:25. doi: 10.3389/fnins.2013.
00025
Edelmann, E., Lessmann, V., and Brigadski, T. (2014). Pre- and postsynaptic twists
in BDNF secretion and action in synaptic plasticity. Neuropharmacology 76,
610–627. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2013.05.043
Feldman, D. E. (2012). The spike-timing dependence of plasticity. Neuron 75,
556–571. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2012.08.001
Fernandes, D., and Carvalho, A. L. (2016). Mechanisms of homeostatic plasticity
in the excitatory synapse. J. Neurochem. 139, 973–996. doi: 10.1111/jnc.13687
Fino, E., Glowinski, J., and Venance, L. (2005). Bidirectional activity-
dependent plasticity at corticostriatal synapses. J. Neurosci. 25, 11279–11287.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4476-05.2005
Fremaux, N., and Gerstner, W. (2015). Neuromodulated spike-timing-dependent
plasticity and theory of three-factor learning rules. Front. Neural Circuits 9:85.
doi: 10.3389/fncir.2015.00085
Frick, A., and Johnston, D. (2005). Plasticity of dendritic excitability. J. Neurobiol.
64, 100–115. doi: 10.1002/neu.20148
Froemke, R. C., Tsay, I. A., Raad, M., Long, J. D., and Dan, Y. (2006). Contribution
of individual spikes in burst-induced long-term synaptic modification.
J. Neurophysiol. 95, 1620–1629. doi: 10.1152/jn.00910.2005
Gasbarri, A., Verney, C., Innocenzi, R., Campana, E., and Pacitti, C. (1994).
Mesolimbic dopaminergic neurons innervating the hippocampal formation
in the rat: a combined retrograde tracing and immunohistochemical
study. Brain Res. 668, 71–79. doi: 10.1016/0006-8993(94)
90512-6
Golding, N. L., Kath, W. L., and Spruston, N. (2001). Dichotomy of action-
potential backpropagation in CA1 pyramidal neuron dendrites. J. Neurophysiol.
86, 2998–3010.
Goldsmith, S. K., and Joyce, J. N. (1994). Dopamine D2 receptor expression in
hippocampus and parahippocampal cortex of rat, cat and human in relation
to tyrosine hydroxylase-immunoreactive fibers. Hippocampus 4, 354–373.
doi: 10.1002/hipo.450040318
Gordon, U., Polsky, A., and Schiller, J. (2006). Plasticity compartments in basal
dendrites of neocortical pyramidal neurons. J. Neurosci. 26, 12717–12726.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3502-06.2006
Goriounova, N. A., and Mansvelder, H. D. (2012). Nicotine exposure during
adolescence leads to short- and long-term changes in spike timing-
dependent plasticity in rat prefrontal cortex. J. Neurosci. 32, 10484–10493.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5502-11.2012
Gottmann, K., Mittmann, T., and Lessmann, V. (2009). BDNF signaling in the
formation, maturation and plasticity of glutamatergic and GABAergic
synapses. Exp. Brain Res. 199, 203–234. doi: 10.1007/s00221-009-
1994-z
Grunditz, A., Holbro, N., Tian, L., Zuo, Y., and Oertner, T. G.
(2008). Spine neck plasticity controls postsynaptic calcium signals
Frontiers in Synaptic Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 12 March 2017 | Volume 9 | Article 7
Edelmann et al. Coexistence of Multiple Types of t-LTP
through electrical compartmentalization. J. Neurosci. 28, 13457–13466.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2702-08.2008
Guthrie, P. B., Segal, M., and Kater, S. B. (1991). Independent regulation of calcium
revealed by imaging dendritic spines. Nature 354, 76–80. doi: 10.1038/354
076a0
Han, E. B., and Heinemann, S. F. (2013). Distal dendritic inputs control neuronal
activity by heterosynaptic potentiation of proximal inputs. J. Neurosci. 33,
1314–1325. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3219-12.2013
Hardie, J., and Spruston, N. (2009). Synaptic depolarization is more effective than
back-propagating action potentials during induction of associative long-term
potentiation in hippocampal pyramidal neurons. J. Neurosci. 29, 3233–3241.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6000-08.2009
Harnett, M. T., Makara, J. K., Spruston, N., Kath, W. L., and Magee, J. C. (2012).
Synaptic amplification by dendritic spines enhances input cooperativity.
Nature 491, 599–602. doi: 10.1038/nature11554
Harris, K. M., and Stevens, J. K. (1989). Dendritic spines of CA 1 pyramidal
cells in the rat hippocampus: serial electron microscopy with reference to their
biophysical characteristics. J. Neurosci. 9, 2982–2997.
Hartmann, M., Heumann, R., and Lessmann, V. (2001). Synaptic secretion of
BDNF after high-frequency stimulation of glutamatergic synapses. EMBO J.
201, 5887–5897. doi: 10.1093/emboj/20.21.5887
He, K., Huertas, M., Hong, S. Z., Tie, X., Hell, J. W., Shouval, H., et al. (2015).
Distinct eligibility traces for LTP and LTD in cortical synapses. Neuron 88,
528–538. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2015.09.037
Hebb, D. O. (1949). The Organization of Behavior: A Neuropsychological Theory.
New York, NY: John Wiley.
Hering, H., and Sheng, M. (2001). Dendritic spines: structure, dynamics and
regulation. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 2, 880–888. doi: 10.1038/35104061
Hoffman, D. A., and Johnston, D. (1999). Neuromodulation of dendritic action
potentials. J. Neurophysiol. 81, 408–411.
Hölscher, C. (1999). Synaptic plasticity and learning and memory: LTP
and beyond. J. Neurosci. Res. 58, 62–75. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1097-
4547(19991001)58:1< 62::AID-JNR7>3.3.CO;2-7
Huang, Y. Z., Pan, E., Xiong, Z. Q., and McNamara, J. O. (2008). Zinc-mediated
transactivation of TrkB potentiates the hippocampal mossy fiber-CA3 pyramid
synapse. Neuron 57, 546–558. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.11.026
Huang, S., Rozas, C., Treviño, M., Contreras, J., Yang, S., Song, L., et al. (2014).
Associative hebbian synaptic plasticity in primate visual cortex. J. Neurosci. 34,
7575–7579. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0983-14.2014
Jedlicka, P., Benuskova, L., and Abraham, W. C. (2015). A voltage-based STDP
rule combined with fast BCM-like metaplasticity accounts for LTP and
concurrent heterosynaptic LTD in the dentate gyrus in vivo. PLoS Comput. Biol.
11:e1004588. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1004588
Katz, Y., Menon, V., Nicholson, D. A., Geinisman, Y., Kath, W. L., and
Spruston, N. (2009). Synapse distribution suggests a two-stage model of
dendritic integration in CA1 pyramidal neurons. Neuron 63, 171–177.
doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2009.06.023
Kennedy, M. B. (1997). The postsynaptic density at glutamatergic synapses. Trends
Neurosci. 20, 264–268. doi: 10.1016/s0166-2236(96)01033-8
Kennedy, M. B. (2000). Signal-processing machines at the postsynaptic density.
Science 290, 750–754. doi: 10.1126/science.290.5492.750
Kodangattil, J. N., Dacher, M., Authement, M. E., and Nugent, F. S. (2013). Spike
timing-dependent plasticity at GABAergic synapses in the ventral tegmental
area. J. Physiol. 591, 4699–4710. doi: 10.1113/jphysiol.2013.257873
Koga, K., Descalzi, G., Chen, T., Ko, H. G., Lu, J., Li, S., et al. (2015). Coexistence of
two forms of LTP in ACC provides a synaptic mechanism for the interactions
between anxiety and chronic pain. Neuron 85, 377–389. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.
2014.12.021
Letzkus, J. J., Kampa, B. M., and Stuart, G. J. (2006). Learning rules for spike
timing-dependent plasticity depend on dendritic synapse location. J. Neurosci.
26, 10420–10429. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2650-06.2006
Leung, L. S., and Peloquin, P. (2010). Cholinergic modulation differs between basal
and apical dendritic excitation of hippocampal CA1 pyramidal cells. Cereb.
Cortex 20, 1865–1877. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhp251
Li, C., Dabrowska, J., Hazra, R., and Rannie, D. G. (2011). Synergistic activation
of dopamine D1 and TrkB receptor mediate gain control of synaptic plasticity
in the basolateral amygdala. PLoS One 6:e26065. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0026065
Li, S. B., Du, D., Hasan, M. T., and Köhr, G. (2016). D4 receptor activation
differentially modulates hippocampal basal and apical dendritic synapses
in freely moving mice. Cereb. Cortex 26, 647–655. doi: 10.1093/cercor/
bhu229
Li, X. Y., Ko, H. G., Chen, T., Descalzi, G., Koga, K., Wang, H., et al. (2010).
Alleviating neuropathic pain hypersensitivity by inhibiting PKMzeta in the
anterior cingulate cortex. Science 330, 1400–1404. doi: 10.1126/science.11
91792
Lisman, J. (1989). A mechanism for the Hebb and the anti-Hebb processes
underlying learning and memory. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 86, 9574–9578.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.86.23.9574
Lisman, J., and Spruston, N. (2010). Questions about STDP as a general model
of synaptic plasticity. Front. Synaptic Neurosci. 2:140. doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2010.
00140
Lorente de Nó, R. (1934). Studies on the structure of the cerebral cortex. II.
Continuation of the study of the ammonic system. J. Psychol. Neurol. 46,
113–117.
Lörincz, A., Notomi, T., Tamas, G., Shigemoto, R., and Nusser, Z. (2002).
Polarized and compartment-dependent distribution of HCN1 in pyramidal cell
dendrites. Nat. Neurosci. 5, 1185–1193. doi: 10.1038/nn962
Lu, H., Park, H., and Poo, M. M. (2014). Spike-timing-dependent BDNF secretion
and synaptic plasticity. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond B Biol. Sci 369:20130132.
doi: 10.1098/rstb.2013.0132
Lynch, G. S., Dunwiddie, T., and Gribkoff, V. (1977). Heterosynaptic depression:
a postsynaptic correlate of long-term potentiation. Nature 266, 737–739.
doi: 10.1038/266737a0
Magee, J. C. (1998). Dendritic hyperpolarization-activated currents modify the
integrative properties of hippocampal CA1 pyramidal neurons. J. Neurosci. 18,
7613–7624.
Magee, J. C., and Johnston, D. (1997). A synaptically controlled, associative
signal for Hebbian plasticity in hippocampal neurons. Science 275, 209–213.
doi: 10.1126/science.275.5297.209
Mahmmoud, R. R., Sase, S., Aher, Y. D., Sase, A., Gröger, M., Mokhtar, M.,
et al. (2015). Spatial and working memory is linked to spine density
and mushroom spines. PLoS One 10:e0139739. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0139739
Majewska, A., Tashiro, A., and Yuste, R. (2000). Regulation of spine calcium
dynamics by rapid spine motility. J. Neurosci. 20, 8262–8268.
Malenka, R. C., and Nicoll, R. A. (1999). Long-term potentiation–a decade
of progress? Science 285, 1870–1874. doi: 10.1126/science.285.5435.
1870
Markram, H., Gerstner, W., and Sjöström, P. J. (2011). A history of spike-timing-
dependent plasticity. Front. Synaptic Neurosci. 3:4. doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2011.
00004
Markram, H., Gerstner, W., and Sjöström, P. J. (2012). Spike-timing-
dependent plasticity: a comprehensive overview. Front. Synaptic Neurosci. 4:2.
doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2012.00002
Matsuzaki, M., Ellis-Davies, G. C., Nemoto, T., Miyashita, Y., Iino, M., and
Kasai, H. (2001). Dendritic spine geometry is critical for AMPA receptor
expression in hippocampal CA1 pyramidal neurons. Nat. Neurosci. 4,
1086–1092. doi: 10.1038/nn736
Matsuzaki, M., Honkura, N., Ellis-Davies, G. C., and Kasai, H. (2004). Structural
basis of long-term potentiation in single dendritic spines.Nature 429, 761–766.
doi: 10.1038/nature02617
Megías, M., Emri, Z., Freund, T. F., and Gulyás, A. I. (2001). Total number
and distribution of inhibitory and excitatory synapses on hippocampal
CA1 pyramidal cells. Neuroscience 102, 527–540. doi: 10.1016/s0306-
4522(00)00496-6
Mishra, R. K., Kim, S., Guzman, S. J., and Jonas, P. (2016). Symmetric spike
timing-dependent plasticity at CA3-CA3 synapses optimizes storage and recall
in autoassociative networks. Nat. Commun. 7:11552. doi: 10.1038/ncomms
11552
Mizuseki, K., Diba, K., Pastalkova, E., and Buszáki, G. (2011). Hippocamp
CA1 pyramidal cells form functional distinct sublayers. Nat. Neurosci. 14,
1174–1181. doi: 10.1038/nn.2894
Müller, W., and Connor, J. A. (1991). Dendritic spines as individual
neuronal compartments for synaptic Ca2+ responses. Nature 354, 73–76.
doi: 10.1038/354073a0
Frontiers in Synaptic Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 13 March 2017 | Volume 9 | Article 7
Edelmann et al. Coexistence of Multiple Types of t-LTP
Nagappan, G., Woo, N. H., and Lu, B. (2008). Ama ‘‘zinc’’ link between TrkB
transactivation and synaptic plasticity. Neuron 57, 477–479. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuron.2008.02.004
Nakauchi, S., and Sumikawa, K. (2012). Endogenously released ACh and
exogenous nicotine differentially facilitate long-term potentiation induction
in the hippocampal CA1 region of mice. Eur. J. Neurosci. 35, 1381–1395.
doi: 10.1111/j.1460-9568.2012.08056.x
Navakkode, S., Sajikumar, S., Korte, M., and Soong, T. W. (2012). Dopamine
induces LTP differentially in apical and basal dendrites through BDNF
and voltage-dependent calcium channels. Learn. Mem. 19, 294–299.
doi: 10.1101/lm.026203.112
Navakkode, S., Sajikumar, S., Sacktor, T. C., and Frey, J. U. (2010). Protein kinase
Mzeta is essential for the induction and maintenance of dopamine-induced
long-term potentiation in apical CA1 dendrites. Learn. Mem. 17, 605–611.
doi: 10.1101/lm.1991910
Nicholson, D. A., and Geinisman, Y. (2009). Axospinous synaptic subtype-specific
differences in structure, size, ionotropic receptor expression, and connectivity
in apical dendritic regions of rat hippocampal CA1 pyramidal neurons.
J. Comp. Neurol. 512, 399–418. doi: 10.1002/cne.21896
Nicholson, D. A., Trana, R., Katz, Y., Kath, W. L., Spruston, N., and Geinisman, Y.
(2006). Distance-dependent differences in synapse number and AMPA
receptor expression in hippocampal CA1 pyramidal neurons. Neuron 50,
431–442. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2006.03.022
Nicoll, R. A., Oliet, S. H., and Malenka, R. C. (1998). NMDA receptor-
dependent and metabotropic glutamate receptor-dependent forms of
long-term depression coexist in CA1 hippocampal pyramidal cells. Neurobiol.
Learn. Mem. 70, 62–72. doi: 10.1006/nlme.1998.3838
Nicoll, R. A., and Schmitz, D. (2005). Synaptic plasticity at hippocampal
mossy fibre synapses. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 6, 863–876. doi: 10.1038/
nrn1786
Nimchinsky, E. A., Sabatini, B. L., and Svoboda, K. (2002). Structure and function
of dendritic spines. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 64, 313–353. doi: 10.1146/annurev.
physiol.64.081501.160008
Noguchi, J., Matsuzaki, M., Ellis-Davies, G. C., and Kasai, H. (2005). Spine-neck
geometry determines NMDA receptor-dependent Ca2+ signaling in dendrites.
Neuron 46, 609–622. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2005.03.015
Nusser, Z., Lujan, R., Laube, G., Roberts, J. D. B., Molnar, E., and Somogyi, P.
(1998). Cell type and pathway dependence of synaptic AMPA receptor number
and variability in the hippocampus. Neuron 21, 545–559. doi: 10.1016/s0896-
6273(00)80565-6
Okabe, S. (2007). Molecular anatomy of the postsynaptic density. Mol. Cell.
Neurosci. 34, 503–518. doi: 10.1016/j.mcn.2007.01.006
Otani, S., Bai, J., and Blot, K. (2015). Dopaminergic modulation of
synaptic plasticity in rat prefrontal neurons. Neurosci. Bull. 31, 183–190.
doi: 10.1007/s12264-014-1507-3
Otmakhova, N. A., Otmakhov, N., Mortenson, L. H., and Lisman, J. E. (2000).
Inhibition of the cAMP pathway decreases early long-term potentiation at
CA1 hippocampal synapses. J. Neurosci. 20, 4446–4451.
Pawlak, V., and Kerr, J. N. (2008). Dopamine receptor activation is required for
corticostriatal spike-timing-dependent plasticity. J. Neurosci. 28, 2435–2446.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4402-07.2008
Pawlak, V., Wickens, J. R., Kirkwood, A., and Kerr, J. N. D. (2010). Timing is not
everything: neuromodulation opens the STDP gate. Front. Synaptic Neurosci.
2:146. doi: 10.3389/fnsyn.2010.00146
Pike, F. G., Meredith, R. M., Olding, A. W. A., and Paulsen, O. (1999). Rapid
report: postsynaptic bursting is essential for ‘Hebbian’ induction of associative
long-term potentiation at excitatory synapses in rat hippocampus. J. Physiol.
518, 571–576. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-7793.1999.0571p.x
Rosen, Z. B., Cheung, S., and Siegelbaum, S. A. (2015). Midbrain dopamine
neurons bidirectionally regulate CA3-CA1 synaptic drive. Nat. Neurosci. 18,
1763–1771. doi: 10.1038/nn.4152
Ruan, H., Saur, T., and Yao, W.-D. (2014). Dopamine-enabled anti-Hebbian
timing-dependent plasticity in prefrontal circuitry. Front. Neural Circuits 8:38.
doi: 10.3389/fncir.2014.00038
Schildt, S., Endres, T., Lessmann, V., and Edelmann, E. (2013). Acute and chronic
interference with BDNF/TrkB-signaling impair LTP selectively at mossy fiber
synapses in the CA3 region of mouse hippocampus. Neuropharmacology 71,
247–254. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2013.03.041
Schjetnan, A. G., and Escobar, M. L. (2012). in vivo BDNF modulation of
hippocampal mossy fiber plasticity induced by high frequency stimulation.
Hippocampus 22, 1–8. doi: 10.1002/hipo.20866
Seol, G. H., Ziburkus, J., Huang, S., Song, L., Kim, I. T., Takamiya, K., et al. (2007).
Neuromodulators control the polarity of spike-timing-dependent synaptic
plasticity. Neuron 55, 919–929. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.08.013
Sheynikhovich, D., Otani, S., and Arleo, A. (2013). Dopaminergic control
of long-term depression/long-term potentiation threshold in prefrontal
cortex. J. Neurosci. 33, 13914–13926. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0466-
13.2013
Shin, R.-M., Tully, K., Li, Y., Cho, J.-H., Higuchi, M., Suhara, T., et al. (2010).
Hierarchical order of coexisting pre- and postsynaptic forms of long-term
potentiation at synapses in amygdala. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 107,
19073–19078. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1009803107
Sivakumaran, S., Mohajerani, M. H., and Cherubini, E. (2009). At immature
mossy-fiber-CA3 synapses, correlated presynaptic and postsynaptic activity
persistently enhances GABA release and network excitability via BDNF and
cAMP-dependent PKA. J. Neurosci. 29, 2637–2647. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.
5019-08.2009
Smith, C. C., and Greene, R. W. (2012). CNS dopamine transmission
mediated by noradrenergic innervation. J. Neurosci. 32, 6072–6080.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6486-11.2012
Spruston, N. (2008). Pyramidal neurons: dendritic structure and synaptic
integration. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 9, 206–221. doi: 10.1038/nrn2286
Stuart, G. J., and Sakmann, B. (1994). Active propagation of somatic action
potentials into neocortical pyramidal cell dendrites. Nature 367, 69–72.
doi: 10.1038/367069a0
Stuart, G., Spruston, N., Sakmann, B., and Hausser, M. (1997). Action potential
initiation and backpropagation in neurons of the mammalian CNS. Trends
Neurosci. 20, 125–131. doi: 10.1016/s0166-2236(96)10075-8
Swanson, L. W., Köhler, C., and Björklund, A. (1987). ‘‘The limbic region. I
The septohippocampal system,’’ in Handbook of Chemical Neuroanatomy, vol.
5: Integrated Systems of the CNS, Part I, eds A. Björklund, T. Hökfelt and
L. W. Swanson (Amsterdam: Elsevier), 125–277.
Sweatt, J. D. (2016). Neural plasticity & behavior—sixty years of conceptual
advances. J. Neurochem. 139, 179–199. doi: 10.1111/jnc.13580
Tanaka, J., Horiike, Y., Matsuzaki, M., Miyazaki, T., Ellis-Davies, G. C.,
and Kasai, H. (2008). Protein synthesis and neurotrophin-dependent
structural plasticity of single dendritic spines. Science 319, 1683–1687.
doi: 10.1126/science.1152864
Tigaret, C. M., Olivo, V., Sadowski, J. H., Ashby, M. C., and Mellor, J. R.
(2016). Coordinated activation of distinct Ca2+ sources and metabotropic
glutamate receptors encodes Hebbian synaptic plasticity. Nat. Commun.
7:10289. doi: 10.1038/ncomms10289
Tippens, A. L., Pare, J. F., Langwieser, N., Moosmang, S., Milner, T. A., Smith, Y.,
et al. (2008). Ultrastructural evidence for pre- and postsynaptic localization of
Cav1.2 L-type Ca2+ channels in the rat hippocampus. J. Comp. Neurol. 506,
569–583. doi: 10.1002/cne.21567
Toni, N., Teng, E. M., Bushong, E. A., Aimone, J. B., Zhao, C., Consiglio, A., et al.
(2007). Synapse formation on neurons born in the adult hippocampus. Nat.
Neurosci. 10, 727–734. doi: 10.1038/nn1908
Urban, N. N., and Barrionuevo, G. (1996). Induction of hebbian and non-hebbian
mossy fiber long-term potentiation by distinct patterns of high-frequency
stimulation. J. Neurosci. 16, 4293–4299.
Verhoog, M. B., Goriounova, N. A., Obermayer, J., Stroeder, J., Hjorth, J. J.,
Testa-Silva, G., et al. (2013). Mechanisms underlying the rules for associative
plasticity at adult human neocortical synapses. J. Neurosci. 33, 17197–17208.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3158-13.2013
Wang, H., Ardiles, A. O., Yang, S., Tran, T., Posada-Duque, R., Valdivia, G., et al.
(2016). Metabotropic glutamate receptors induce a form of LTP controlled by
translation and arc signaling in the hippocampus. J. Neurosci. 36, 1723–1729.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0878-15.2016
Wittenberg, G. M., and Wang, S. S. (2006). Malleability of spike-timing-
dependent plasticity at the CA3-CA1 synapse. J. Neurosci. 26, 6610–6617.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5388-05.2006
Witter, M. P. (2007). Intrinsic and extrinsic wiring of CA3: indications for
connectional heterogeneity. Learn. Mem. 14, 705–713. doi: 10.1101/lm.
725207
Frontiers in Synaptic Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 14 March 2017 | Volume 9 | Article 7
Edelmann et al. Coexistence of Multiple Types of t-LTP
Yang, K., and Dani, J. A. (2014). Dopamine D1 and D5 receptors modulate
spike timing-dependent plasticity at medial perforant path to dentate granule
cell synapses. J. Neurosci. 34, 15888–15897. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2400-
14.2014
Yao, W. D., Spealman, R. D., and Zhang, J. (2008). Dopaminergic signaling in
dendritic spines. Biochem. Pharmacol. 75, 2055–2069. doi: 10.1016/j.bcp.2008.
01.018
Yu, L. M., and Goda, Y. (2009). Dendritic signalling and homeostatic
adaptation. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 19, 327–335. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2009.
07.002
Yuste, R., Majewska, A., and Holthoff, K. (2000). From form to function:
calcium compartmentalization in dendritic spines. Nat. Neurosci. 3, 653–659.
doi: 10.1038/76609
Zakharenko, S. S., Zablow, L., and Siegelbaum, S. A. (2001). Visualization of
changes in presynaptic function during long-term synaptic plasticity. Nat.
Neurosci. 4, 711–717. doi: 10.1038/89498
Zhang, J.-C., Lau, P.-M., and Bi, G.-Q. (2009). Gain in sensitivity and loss
in temporal contrast of STDP by dopaminergic modulation at hippocampal
synapses. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 106, 13028–13033. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
0900546106
Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2017 Edelmann, Cepeda-Prado and Leßmann. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(CC BY). The use, distribution and reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these
terms.
Frontiers in Synaptic Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 15 March 2017 | Volume 9 | Article 7
